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DETAILED ACTION 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The references listed in the information disclosure statements submitted on 
6/26/03 has been considered by the examiner (see attached PTO-1449). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC 3 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-5, 8-12, 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Hayes, Jr. (US Pat. Number 6,002,927). 

Regarding claim 1, Hayes discloses a vibrating portable device, comprising: 

- a body (see Figs. 1-3); 

- a driving axle as claimed (see Figs. 1-3); 

- a weight unit with mass center and radius as claimed (see Figs. 1-3 and col. 
4, lines 63-67); 

- an electrical motor (rotor 22) as claimed (see col. 6, lines 43-67). 
Regarding claim 2, 4-5, 9, the claims are rejected for the same reason as set 

forth in claim 1 above. In addition, it is clear that Hayes would disclose two weigh 
elements as claimed (see Figs. 2-3 and col. 6, line 43 - col. 7, line 23). 
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Regarding claims 3, 10-11, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth 
in claim 1 above. In addition, it is clear that Hayes would disclose the weigh elements 
are adjusted as claimed, in order to change the offset r (R1 , R2) as shown in Figures 2- 
3. 

Regarding claim 8, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 
1 above. In addition, Hayes discloses the motor is adapted to adjust the product (i.e, the 
amplitude) down to zero (see col. 7, lines 3-6). 

Regarding claim 12, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in 
claim 1 above. In addition, with the broadest reasonable interpretation, the tab 104 
would read on the resilient member 51 as claimed because they are both being used to 
change the angular disposition of the weight elements (see Figs. 2-3 and col. 7, lines 7- 
23). 

Regarding claim 15, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in 
claim 1 above. In addition, In addition, it is clear that Hayes would disclose the motor is 
adapted to adjust the product (i.e, the amplitude) responsive to at least one electrical 
signal as claimed (see col. 5, lines 53 - 65). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC 9 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by Ricok (JP 
09-37322) in view of Hayes, Jr. (US Pat. Number 6,002,927). 

Regarding claim 20, Ricoh discloses a method of messaging by vibrating a 
portable device based on the extracted code information from the receiving message 
(see Abstract). Although Ricoh is silence on the adjusting of the mass center and offset 
radius r of an weight element, it is noted that such adjustments is well known in the art 
in order to provide different amplitudes of vibrations (see Hayes, col. 4, lines 63-67). 
Therefore, in order to provide a vibration in accordance with the extracted code from the 
message (i.e, Morse code), it is clear that the vibrator in Ricoh would obviously 
comprise a weight, driving axle and motor as recited in the claim, in order to generate 
vibrations. 

6. Claims 1, 15-17, 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
by Uriya (US 6,574,489) in view of Hayes, Jr. (US Pat. Number 6,002,927). 

Regarding claim 1, Uriya discloses a method for vibrating a portable device with 
different amplitudes, patterns or frequencies (rpm) of vibrations based on the 
communication mode from the receiving message (see Fig. 10 and col. 2, lines 62-65). 
Here, although Uriya is silence on the rotor, driving axle, weight elements and the 
adjusting of the mass center and offset radius r of an weight element, it is noted that 
such adjustment of weigh elements is well known in the art in order to provide different 
amplitudes of vibrations(see Hayes, col. 4, lines 63-67). Therefore, in order to provide a 
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vibration in accordance with the communication mode extracted from the incoming 
message, it is clear that the vibrator in Uriya would obviously comprise at least a weight, 
a driving axle and a motor as recited in the claim, in order to generate a desired 
vibration. 

Regarding claims 15-16, the claims are rejected for the same reason as set forth 
in claim 1 above. In addition, it is clear that Uriya as modified would disclose a motor 
and an electrical signal selected from a notification signal or message signal as claimed, 
in order to generate different amplitudes, patterns or frequencies (rpm) of vibrations in 
accordance with a receive mode (see Uriya Fig. 10 and col. 2, lines 62-65). 

Regarding claims 17-19, the claims are rejected for the same reason as set forth 
in claim 1 above. In addition, it is clear that Uriya as modified would disclose the 
adjusting and a triggering event selected from a notification signal or message signal as 
claimed, in order to generate different amplitudes, patterns or frequencies (rpm) of 
vibrations in accordance with a receive mode (see Uriya Fig. 10 and col. 2, lines 62-65). 

Regarding claim 20, the claim is interpreted and rejected for the same reason as 
set forth in claim 1 above, wherein the receipt of an incoming call would read on 
receiving a message. 

7. Claims 6-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by Uriya 
in view of Hayes and further in view of Eiji et al (Abtracts of JP 07285638 in the 
submitted IDS). 
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Regarding claim 6, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 
1 above. However, Uriya fails to disclose two electrical motors for the vibrator. 
However, using two electrical motors for the vibrator is known in the art as disclosed by 
Eiji, for easily changing the amplitude of vibration in a short time (see Abstract). 
Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art would recognize the benefit of using two 
electrical motors in Eiji for further modifying Uriya to include two electrical motors as 
claimed, for easily changing the amplitude of vibrations in a short time. 

Regarding claim 7, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 
6 above. In addition, since Uriya discloses a control circuit for control the type of 
vibration patterns, it is clear that Uriya as modified would disclose a controller for 
controlling operations of the electrical motors as claimed, in order to generate different 
amplitude, pattern or frequency (rpm) of vibrations. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claims 13-14 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

US005436622A to Gutman et al, 
US006160489A to Perry et al, 
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US006211795B1 tolzuta, 
US006281785B1 to Hamaguchi, 
US006427815B1 to Zeller, and 
JP09248315Ato Namiki Seimitsu Hoseki. 

10. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



or faxed to: 

(571 ) 273-8300 (for formal communications intended for entry) 



Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Customer Service Window, 
Randolph Building, 401 Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 22314. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Due M. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-7893, 
Monday-Thursday (9:00 AM - 5:00 PM). 

Or to Edward Urban (Supervisor) whose telephone number is (571) 272-7899. 



Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 



Washington, D.C. 20231 



(571 )-273-7893 (for informal or draft communications). 



Oct 27, 2005 



Due M. Nguyen 




